72     ANCIENT AND MODERN IMPERIALISM
If we turn to the comparative results obtained by ancient and modern imperialists; if we ask ourselves whether the Romans, with their imperfect means of locomotion and communication, their relatively low standard of public morality, and their ignorance of many economic and political truths, which have now become axiomatic, succeeded as well as any modern people in assimilating the nations which the prowess of their arms had brought under their sway, the answer cannot be doubtful They succeeded far better.1 It is true that in the East they did so at the cost of losing their national individuality. In that quarter " they conquered the world only to give it to Hellas " ;2 but in the West they left
1   Mr. Ferrero (" Character and Events, etc./1 voL i., Preface, p. v), speaking of " the struggle between the Occident and the Orient/' says that it is "a problem that Rome succeeded in solving as no European civilization has since been able to do, making the countries of the Mediterranean basin share a common life in peace/'
2  Psichari (" fitudes de Philologie Neo-Grecque"), quoted in  Arnold's   et Studies  of  Roman  Imperialism/'  p.   24?2. Professor Flint also (" History of Philosophy of History/* p. 56), quoted by Laurie (" Historical Survey of Christian Education," p. 399), says: "Rome made the world Roman, and became herself cosmopolitan/'